The editorial process of a scientific journal involves highly specialized skills and hard work of many con tributors, including editors and reviewers. These tasks require not only the intellectual competence of each but also hours of administrative work, evaluating manuscripts and maintaining the flow of publications in progress. The flow of the peer review process in ABO initiates through the editorial office to ensure that ma nuscripts have fulfilled all technical conditions before being sent for editorial review. It is up to the office to ensure that the limits of text and figures have been complied with in accordance with the different types of articles accepted, and confirm that the forms of potential conflicts of interest, authors' participation and appro val by research ethics committees are adequate. Once these assumptions have been met, the manuscripts are forwarded to the chief editor who initially evaluates the manuscript to ensure that the text conforms to the scope of the journal, and suggests to the associate editor the strengths, weaknesses and the scientific questions that can be considered during peer review. The associate editor is responsible for overseeing the manuscript until its final decision, whether to be published or rejected. To make this decision, the associate editors rely on help from reviewers, who anonymously evaluate manuscripts, making suggestions as to con tent and form, with the goal of improving the final work. Reviewers are divided into members of the editorial board, listed by name in all publications and on the website of the ABO, and reviewers "ad hoc" that are cited in an annual thanks note published in the journal. After a few rounds of evaluation between authors and re viewers, under the coordination of associate editors, each accepted manuscript is forwarded to the technical teams of editors, layout and printing.
The basis of the success of a scientific journal is the publication of high quality articles that may be cited by other manuscripts of journals indexed in scientific databases. All editorial effort will not be worth if, in the end, the "product" of the journal (scientific papers) has no quality. This leads to a cycle where the publication of good articles improves the qualification of the journal and journals with good qualifications are sought to publish good articles. Increasing the base of authors submitting their manuscripts increases the chance of having better quality ones and meets our goal of raising the qualification of ABO. It is up to the editors and reviewers of ABO the arduous task of making the appropriate selection of articles, publishing those who have better scientific quality. This is a long but doable way.
